Bodily self-consciousness is defined as a set of prereflective representations of integrated bodily 2 signals giving rise to self-identification, self-location and first-person perspective. While bodily self-3 consciousness is known to modulate perception, little is known about its influence on higher-level 4 cognitive processes. Here, we manipulated bodily self-consciousness by applying sensorimotor 5 conflicts while participants performed a perceptual task followed by confidence judgments. Results
Introduction
participant and the tactile stimulation delivered by the back robot was introduced, which has the effect 48 of increasing prediction errors regarding the sensory consequences of a motor command. Such robot actuated by the participants with virtually no temporal delay (Hara et al., 2011) . In the 120 asynchronous condition, a delay of 500 ms was set between the front and the back devices, so that 121 participants felt a poke on their back 500 ms after moving the front device. The asynchronous asynchronous tactile feedback for 10 s, participants were asked to perform one of two tasks. In the 141 auditory task (upper row) participants had to indicate whether they heard a sequence of two sounds 142 starting in the left and ending in the right ear or vice versa (i.e., temporal order judgment task). They
143
were then asked to report how confident they were in their response. Both responses were given using 144 the left hand. In the intentional binding task (lower row) participants were asked to press a key with 145 the left hand, and report verbally the delay with which a subsequent effect tone was played. at the very end of the experiment to avoid demand characteristics effects (Orne, 1962) .
166
Experiment 3 was identical to Experiment 2, except that participants were seated and that the stroking 167 was applied on the back of their left hand instead of on their back.
168

Questionnaire
169
Participants were asked to rate specific aspects of the subjective experience they had in the different Specifically, the area between the ROC and major diagonal was divided by the minor diagonal, and 211 confidence bias was defined as the log ratio of the lower and upper area (Kornbrot, 2006).
212
Response times in the intentional binding task were analysed using linear mixed effects regressions,
213
with condition and delay as fixed effects, intercepts for subjects as random effects, and a by-subject 214 random slope for the effect of condition and delay. Reaction times below or above 2 standard deviations away from the mean were discarded for each subject and each delay (corresponding conditions, which is expected considering that participants performed no tapping movement in the 234 baseline condition. Despite these differences in terms of task difficulty, task performance was equated
235
with the staircase procedure we used (Levitt, 1971), and no effect of condition on sensitivity (d': 
Questionnaire results
367
Regarding the questionnaire results in the 3 experiments we found that participants felt as if they were 
